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instance, his items 27, 28, 29, 30, 40, and 51 were not arranged 
by the date of eommunieation in the earlier list. 

Th(‘ writ(M- has a nearly eompl(‘te set of the reprints of these* 
“Botanical C'ontribiitions,” b(‘ing those given by Gray to Howard 
W. Preston and to Albert Commons. Mi‘. Commons, of Green- 
bank, Delawaie*, made the* praediee* e)f writing on the cover of 
each the* date of publication or of communication to the .secretary, 
whichever was printed by the title. He also marked the date on 
which he received the copy. 

Ewan obtained data from the* assistant librarian of the Ameri¬ 
can Ae*ademy of Arts and Sciences, the Gray Herbarium, Uni¬ 
versity e>f California, Stanford University, and from personal 


sets of the 


M 


W 


W 


Fe)i- se^veual numbers no date more 


e*xact than the vear was founel. 

Evidence can now be aelde*el as te) the* elate of Gray’s “A Re¬ 
vision of the North American Spee-ies of the Genus Oxytropis, 
DC.; and Notes on Some* North American Species of Saxifraga” 
(Am. Acad. Arts Sci., Proc. 20: 1—12). Mr. Commons’ copy 
was marked, “Received July 21, 1884.’’ This paper was com- 
munie*ate!d te) the sccretaiy May 14th, 1884. Hence*, it can be 
e*oncluele*d that the elates of publication was between May 14th 
anel July 21st., probably in June* or e'arly July, 1884. 

Univkusity of Hawaii, 

Honolulu, Hawaiian Islanels 


Geranium Bickxellii earlier than G. nemorale. —In a 
note entitlexl Geranium nemorale, var. Bicknellii," publishe'd in 
Riiodora 43 : 35. 1941, Profe‘.sse)r Fernald raised Suksdorf’s 

binomial. Geranium nemorale, te) valid status on the basis of its 
publication in Deutsche Botanischc Monatsschrift previous to 
the publication of G. Bicknellii in Bull. Torr. Bot. Club, 24 : 92. 
1897, Suksdorf’s name thought te) antedate the latter by five 
years. 

I have been working with the* Suksdorf personal herbarium 
her e at Pullman, and I was imme*eliate‘ly interested in the change, 
but, although it would please me* very much to find that one of 
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Rhodora 
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Suksdorf’s nuiny invalid s|)(‘ei(‘.s ha.s bo(‘n rodcH'inod, I have good 
H'ason to Vx'lievo that th{‘r(‘ has l)(‘(‘n a mistake in the matU'r. 

Upon (*h(H'king Suksdorf’s original d(‘S(*ription from a reprint 
of 1). H. M. in th(' lihrarv, I have found that the eorn'ct citation 
of th(' magazine is as follows; “Deutsche Botanische Monats- 
schrift.,’’ Band XVI, Heft 12, D(‘Z('ml)('r, 1898; and not 1892 as 
was stat('d in Rmodoua. 

Th(‘ error began, 1 imagine, in what was probably a typo¬ 
graphical (‘rror in th(‘ 1935 i)a|)(‘r (Rhodoha 37 : 295-301. 1935) 
in which tlu* (U'seription of (r. nenwrale Sksd. was cit(!d as ap¬ 
pearing in D. B. M. XVI (222) 1892, instead of 1898. Therefore, 

in tlu' light of th('S(' findings, it would apjiear that U. Bicknellii 
Britton is still the correct name, and that G. nenwrale must 
again b(‘ di.-^cardc'd in favor of tlu^ former.’-— William A. 
Weber, State ('olk'gi', Pullman, Washington. 


JusTieiA mortuifluminis , noni. nov. ./. innbratilis Fcrnald in Rno- 
DoUA, xliii. ()30, t. ()1)3, figs. 1-3 (1941), not S. Moore in Journ. Bot. li. 
210 (1913).—M. L. Feknald. 

* Mr. Weber is correct. Gvranium nvmoralc was pui^lished late in ISDH. The 
description is on out* of the last papes of t lie volume (containing 229 pages).—M. L. F. 

Volume 44, no. 518, including ])ages 21-72, was issued 7 Febnuirg, 194^- 





